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Washington, D.C. 20554

MM DOCKET NO. 93- 95

File No. BPH-911115MR

In re Applications of
ERIC R. HILDING

File No. BPH-911115MT
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WUN 1 4 1993
To: Honorable Richard L. Sippel
Administrative Law Judge FCC MAIL ROOM

JUDY YEP HUGHES

For Construction Permit for a
New FM Station on Channel 281A
in Windsor, California
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REQUEST FOR PERMISSION TO FILE
AND

MOTION FOR SUMMARY DECISION
Eric R. Hilding herein tenders his consolidated request
and motion in this matter pursuant to Section 1.251(a)(1).
1. The issues involved in this proceeding were set forth
to be:
a. To determine which of the proposals would, on a

comparative basis, better serve the public
interest.

b. To determine, in light of the evidence adduced
pursuant to the specified issues, which of the
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2. Hilding filed a Motion To Enlarge Issues which he
believed were relevant to this proceeding. The Motion was
denied, and the Presiding Officer made it clear to Hilding
that his only recourse for relief sought via the petitioned

for issues would require a different forum.

1/ Hearing Designation Order, MM Docket No. 93-95 (Released:

April 8, 1993). 22? ;
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3. Based upon the foregoing, it does not take any type
of rocket scientist or nuclear physicist to reach a conclusion
in this hearing based upon the infamous "Policy". 1In simple
consideration of the evidence adduced pursuant to the declared
Standardized Integration Statements of the two applicants to
this proceeding, the outcome of a straightforward current

policy "comparative basis" analysis would seem to be: 2/

COMP 1
HILDING HUGHES
A. "Minority" Preference No Yes
B. Local Residence/Service Area No Yes
C. Civic Involvement in the No Yes

Community or Service Area
D. Broadcast Experience Yes No

E. "Daytimer" Preference No No

4. Assuming that Hughes is a bona fide applicant (and
not a sham "front"), there appears to be no genuine issue of

material fact for determination at the hearing. 3/

2/ Hilding does not, however, reliquish his belief and rights
to disagree with what he believes to be a patent unfairness of
the Policy for reasons already expressed in this proceeding.
Rather, he is simply accepting current reality based upon the
ruling of the Presiding Officer at the Prehearing Conference.

3/ For the reasons set forth herein, any continuance of the
exisiting processes would simply cause unnecessary expense to
all of the applicants. 1In view of Hilding’s business and civic
organization commitment responsibilities during this period,
prolonging what is clearly a losing battle in this policy forum
can not justify the time consuming burdens and hardship imposed.
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7. For the reasons rationally set forth herein, there is
extremely good cause for the requested action. A Summary
Decision will not require an enlargement of issues or the
addition of new parties to the proceeding. Hilding therefore

requests that the Presiding Officer act promptly. 6/ 27/

Eric R. Hilding declares under penalty of perijury that
the foregoing is true and correct to the best of both his

personal knowledge and/or understanding.

Respectfully submitted,

-

Eric R. Hilding

w/Certificate of Service
Eric R. Hilding
P.O. Box 1700
Morgan Hill, CA 95038-1700
Tel: (408)778-0900

Date: June 12, 1993

6/ Hilding does request, if permitted by applicable rules, that
he be permitted to provide, as a supplement, a "proffer" not to
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7/ For the previously stated business and civic commitment
responsibility time hardship burden imposed on Hilding by the
required document searches, Hilding respectfully requests that
the processes be frozen pending the requested Summary Decision.
All of the documents requested of Hilding are a matter of public
record and available directly from the Commission. Hilding has
determined he will suffer business losses and not meet a major
previous civic organization commitment in order to try & comply.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Eric R. Hilding, under penalty of perjury, hereby declare that a copy of
this "MOTION FOR SUMMARY DECISION" has been sent via First Class Mail,
U.S. postage prepaid, today, June 12, 1993, to the following: (*)

Honorable Richard L. Sippel (**)
Administrative Law Judge

Federal Communications Commission
2000 L Street, N.W., Room 214
Washington, D.C. 20554

Norman Goldstein, Counsel of Record (**x*)
Hearing Branch, Enforcement Division
Mass Media Bureau

Federal Communications Commission

2025 M Street, N.W., Suite 7212
Washington, D.C. 20554

Peter A. Casciato, Esquire
A Professional Corporation
1500 Sansome St. #201
San Francisco, CA 94111
- Counsel for Judy Yep Hughes

Eric R. Hildi?i///

(*) Original filing via Federal Express
(**) Courtesy copy via Federal Express
(#**) Envelope included in FCC F/E Package




